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DETAILED ACTION 
Drawings 

1 . New corrected drawings in compliance witli 37 CFR 1 .1 21 (d) are required in tlnis 
application because the drawings do not clearly indicate what the specification 
describes. For instance on page 1 1 , line 24 Figure 1 does not show a dash-dot line as 
described. The numerals 52, 54, 56 and 58 appearing in Figure 4, are not clear as to 
which element they are indicating. Also, if these elements appear in other figures, they 
should be labeled as such. Applicant is advised to employ the services of a competent 
patent draftsperson outside the Office, as the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office no 
longer prepares new drawings. The corrected drawings are required in reply to the 
Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. The requirement for corrected 
drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

Specification 

2. The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: 

3. "moulded" throughout the specification (appearing for instance in the last line of 
page 1) should be replaced with the accepted US English spelling "molded". 

4. "centring" and "centre" appear throughout the specification (page 9 and page 8, 
line 5) and should be replaced with "centering" and "center" respectively. 

5. Page 6, Line 8: "cp part" should be replaced with "cup part" 

6. Page 9, Line 1 : "thread 38b" should be replaced with "thread 36b" 

7. Page 9, Line 7 "1 a" should be replaced with "1 6a" 
Appropriate correction is required. 
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Claim Objections 

8. Claims 1-8 are objected to because of tine following informalities: 

9. Claim 1 should begin with "A hinge" 

10. Claim 2-8 should begin with "The hinge" 

1 1 . Claim 1 , Line 2: "the inner face" lacks antecedent basis and should be replaced 

with "an inner face". 

12. Claim 1, Lines 13-14: "liner plate (1)" should be replaced with "liner plate (14)". 

1 3. Claim 1 , Line 1 5: "eh wall" should be replaced with "the wall". 

14. Claims 1-8: "characterised" should be replaced with the accepted US English 
spelling "characterized". 

15. Claim 7: "the web portion (44a)" lacks antecedent basis and should be replaced 
with "a web portion (44a)" 

16. Throughout the claims (for instance Claim 1 , Line 5) the word "properly" should 
be removed as it renders the claim indefinite as a "proper" position is not defined in the 
claim. 

17. Claim 1, Line 16: "the respective associated through openings (20)" lacks 
antecedent basis and should be replaced with "two respective through openings (20)" 

18. Claim 4, Line 2: "(1 6c)" should be replaced with "(1 6a)" 

1 9. Examiner recommends Applicant review all claims for similar mistakes and 
correct as required. 

Appropriate correction is required. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

20. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the phor art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary sl^ill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

21 . The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

22. Claims 1-3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Lautenschlager (US 5,347,687) herein referred to as '687, in view of Knowlton (US 
3,534,936) herein referred to as '936. 

23. For Claim 1, '687 teaches a hinge housing (Fig. 1:10) constructed as a push-in 
cup which can be installed countersunk in an opening (18) in the inner face of the wall 
(16a) of a door leaf (16) of a piece of furniture formed in the installation region from thin- 
walled metal, wherein the hinge housing has a cup part (12) produced from metal and 
has projecting integrally from its upper edge a fixing flange (Fig. 6: 22) which in the 
properly installed position on the door leaf (16) covers the region of the inner face of the 
door leaf adjoining the opening (18) in the door leaf and wherein the hinge housing has 
a liner plate (14) which is disposed between the fixing flange (22) and the inner face of 
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the door leaf, has a corresponding opening (Fig. 8) for the cup part (12) to pass through 
in the region of the opening (18) in the door leaf (16) and can be fixed together with the 
hinge housing on the inner face of the door leaf (16), characterized in that the liner plate 
(14) has in the edge region of its opening (Fig. 8) corresponding to the opening (18) in 
the wall (1 6a) of the door leaf (1 6) resilient latching tabs (32) which project into the 
opening (18) in the door leaf (16) and which in the proper fixing position of the liner plate 
(14) engage around the edge region of the opening (18) in the door leaf (16) so as to 
latch on the inner face of the wall, and two through openings (20) in the wall (16a) of the 
door leaf (16). 

24. '687 does not teach that in the liner plate at least two through openings spaced 
from one another provided in alignment with the two respective associated through 
openings and that in alignment with the through openings in the liner plate and the wall 
of the door leaf through openings are provided in the fixing flange through which the 
shanks of fixing screws are passed, the end regions of the fixing screws remote from 
the screw head and provided with a screw thread being screwed in each case into a 
complementary matching thread in a clamping plate, the outer boundary of which 
corresponds substantially to the outer boundary of the opening in the wall of the door 
leaf, and that between the flat face of the liner plate facing the wall of the door leaf and 
the boundary surfaces of the clamping plates facing it there is disposed in each case a 
resiliently deformable fixing body through which the shank of the fixing screw passes 
and which in the undeformed state has an outer boundary which corresponds 
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substantially to the boundaries of the openings in the wall of the door leaf as well as the 
clamping plate. 

25. '687 does however teach the use of two projections (28) projecting from the liner 
(14) and passing through the two though holes (20). '936 teaches a fastener element 
(Fig. 2) which is passed through an aperture and engages a clamping plate (18) which 
engages a resiliently deformable fixing body (10). Upon rotation of the fastener head 
(24) the resiliently deformable fixing body (10) deforms and engages the aperture. It 
would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to further 
secure the projections of '687 with through holes in both the liner plate and fixing flange 
(such as the apertures 40 and 42 of '936) with a fastener as seen in Figure 3 of '936 in 
order to allow for the hinge housing to be removably attached in a way that isolates it 
from vibration damage to the hinge housing and wall on which it is mounted. 

26. For Claim 2, '687 as modified by '936 teaches the hinge housing as claimed in 
claim 1 having through openings in the liner plate (14) extend centrally through 
centering lugs (Fig. 1 1 : 28) which project from the flat side of the liner plate (14) facing 
the wall (16a) of the door leaf (16) and of which the outer boundaries correspond in 
each case in a complementary manner to the boundaries of the respective associated 
through openings (20) in the door leaf wall (16a) and of which the length is at most 
equal to the thickness of the wall (16a). 

27. For Claim 3, '687 teaches the hinge housing as claimed in claim 1 , characterized 
in that a plurality of resilient latching tabs (32) are provided which project from the 
underside of the liner plate (14), are distributed over the circumference of the opening 
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(Fig. 1 1) thereof and engage in a latching manner around the opening (18) in the door 
leaf wall (16a) in the proper installation position. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

28. Claims 4-8 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but 
would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the 
base claim and any intervening claims. 

Inventorship 

29. In view of the papers filed 4/19/2007, it has been found that this nonprovisional 
application, as filed, through error and without deceptive intent, improperly set forth the 
inventorship, and accordingly, this application has been corrected in compliance with 37 
CFR 1 .48(a). The inventorship of this application has been changed by adding Markus 
Herper as a co-inventor. 

The application will be forwarded to the Office of Initial Patent Examination 
(OIPE) for issuance of a corrected filing receipt, and correction of Office records to 
reflect the inventorship as corrected. 

Conclusion 

30. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Lautenschlager et al. (US 4,590,641 ), Lautenschlager et al. (US 
4,470,169), Fries (US 6,715,181), Domenig (US 5,353,476), and Egger et al. (US 
6,859,979) all teach relevant structure. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jeffrey O'Brien whose telephone number is (571)270- 
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3655. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday 8:00am- 
5:30pm EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Victor Batson can be reached on 571-272-6987. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more Information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/JO/ 
JO 



/Victor Batson/ 
Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 3677 



